10/4/69 


Dear Gary (copy to Paul H), 


You never told r.ie whether Dave sent 


+ . — •— “ — you a copy of his #studv" 

i™ STZJt !“ c “! — «» *i.» J 


ilaime 


Karrett had simply confused ASA number 


-ith can; 


— j uuauers (ilia c 

Ade circulation e year after TTOII came out, including 


ra sneed. N e e;a 


to the New York: Tims 


ve it 


it had the intended purpose of diminishing the interest they" had "deveT 0 u»cTin 
my work - an: the attention they had been giving it 8S news". 0PSa in 


wher 


% points were that the FBI and Commission had reason to believe 
scrae,hing serious wrong, with a 3Cf» error ir, the time of" the recon- 


thsre was 

st ruction, and that variation in camera speed, naver’reaii v 'checked ^nv^v°“™iia 

control li r +h 4 * ° U Will , reC?U '" hnt 1 ^wed you about thl special mechanic 
control ung this camera (tnen unknown to me). When Barrett reported Z h-d hi- 

a c counterfort he HZ'orT'** ^ Sti ^ r ^ed, this exactly ^ 


If you will recall from the documents 1 
of my work that the government, with undignified hi 


it was because 


print in ? 

_ . j , ~ '- J '' ’ - ~ • j w ? ' u “ u unuigiij. imu ri;- st© Slid IF: such Tvorii f* PVPTvonp 

tr 1 eS a fFot°lt ipt t end th t the7 dldn,t trUSt thR - Ils » got the " corners back 
out MV i h h W8S not 8vail3ble ft the Archives u-til after P57 came 

tt'r tha? “ 8 Slmil " r m0del dld n0t ccaie t0 fruitloi - until very long 


Without making any effort to learn the characteristics 


Dave willed his conjecture of confusion between ASA and s ec 
and proceeded with another pert of his campaign against me. 


jj. ins 


Z camera. 


numbers into fact 


„ ,, rnPn “ ho called Z toped it to be certain ho made ro M,f-ka 

exactirwLt^rfk ° f Barrett ’ s visit to his office was to learn* 

exactly whet I too.-c fro-: his report, camera speed. Whether he was right or wrona 

is not the point. My quotation was both fair and accurate, and it noft^ts 
out was in keeping with the purpose of the report. 

, , x . x aa not askin S you to confront Dave with this. It mav, pcrh®r>-* bp 

c ®® le^y® bed things as they are. However, I do suggest that" the enclosed 

copy of my letter „o Dave is a direct challenge to his integrity c or t hi« 

Sanderiro L Z iestro * s tte ensted for the solo' -urrree of 

of S hi ^intentions T *'*"«• * *** “ ^ ^ 8 ^air representation 

and env 0 ^ 5 ^? if ? °h ^ yoU silottld tsl1 Mm 1 sent ^ a copy of my letter 
* y - 3 3b ° Ut ' tet 118 £h0Llld or sh " ul '- i do, I am £ so in 

would not hurt 1* l ^ ^ Wittl this Tile campaign, an: I think it 

and not oneT PQ1 f ’ ^ 9n everythin S ae has said aas been nroven false 

? cou^a be interpreted as having constructive purpose, if he’were asked 

to face tne reality of what he has done. 

hp dnBniQ ,. 1 3 ‘\ S r lddnr; , this t0 no one exce P t ®aul, with the understanding that if 
L . I** It wor*n*ile he will communicate it to Hal and Jim. I am not interested 
oZ i j-"- p8x ^S a £ Jlrlst ^ YQ > hut I am interested in those he has reached having an 

Wbat ; ^ S ha ® teen Serldin s ana of him and his motives and decen- 

dability - hi s "scholarship", if you please. 


Sincerely 


